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Section V 

Form Letters and Responses 
 
Section V includes a representative letter of those letters grouped into classes due to similarity 
to other letters.  Comments within representative letters were numbered in the margin.  
Responses to the comments follow the letter.  A list of the alphanumeric code of similar letters 
in the class precedes the actual response to the comments.  The letters grouped may contain 
some slight differences from the others in the class, but do not contain significantly different 
comments and therefore do not require unique responses.  One form letter, initially emailed, 
then delivered in hardcopy, received response, but, due to volume, respondents were not 
included in the alphanumeric listing.   
 



Section V 
Form Letters and Responses 

 

\\svr01\pubs\2002\002002\rpt\FEIR\FEIR 9-25-02\Section V Form Letters and Responses.doc  
V-2 

 



Section V 
Form Letters and Responses 

 

\\svr01\pubs\2002\002002\rpt\FEIR\FEIR 9-25-02\Section V Form Letters and Responses.doc  
V-3 

F1 Letters 
 
Approximately 34 respondents submitted a letter that was classified as F1.   
 
Response to F1 Comments  
Please refer to General Responses 1, 4, 7, and 8. 
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F2 Letters 
 
Approximately 7 respondents submitted a letter that has been classified as F2.  The concern 
expressed in these letters is unclear as stated or does not pertain to the project, its impacts as 
analyzed under CEQA, or the analysis presented in the DEIR.  These respondents may benefit 
from a review of all General Responses in Section II. 
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F3 Letters 
 
Approximately 1,431 respondents submitted a letter that can be classified as F3.  Most letters 
contained six comments, such as those included in the F3 example letter. 
 
Response to Comments F3.1  
Please refer to Response JN-364.2. 
 
Response to Comments F3.2 
Please refer to Responses GK-215.2, GJ-236.35 and 236.36. 
 
Response to Comment F3.3  
Please refer to General Response 9. 
 
Response to Comment F3.4  
The Biological Resource Section of the DEIR includes a discussion of aquatic resources and 
associated stream protection measures (p. 111-114). The DEIR states that stream protection 
measures are legislated through a number of state and federal policies.  At the project level such 
as THP preparation, stream protection measures contained in the DEIR are subject to agency 
review and approval and may include additional site-specific measures. Stream protection 
measures are stated in the DEIR and include all applicable Forest Practice Rule standards. These 
protection measures are subject to scientific review during formation and ongoing evaluation 
for effectiveness. 
 
Response to Comment F3.5  
The purpose of the EIR process is to address the impacts of the proposed action and to suggest 
mitigation to ensure that impacts are less than significant. The federal recovery plan for the 
murrelets is only implemented for federal projects or when federally funded.  In addition, 
please refer to Response RH-240.3 and General Responses 2 and 5.  
 
Response to Comment F3.6  
Please refer to General Response 1. 



Section V 
Form Letters and Responses 

 

\\svr01\pubs\2002\002002\rpt\FEIR\FEIR 9-25-02\Section V Form Letters and Responses.doc  
V-8 

 
 
 
 
 



Section V 
Form Letters and Responses 

 

\\svr01\pubs\2002\002002\rpt\FEIR\FEIR 9-25-02\Section V Form Letters and Responses.doc  
V-9 

F4 Letters 
 
Approximately 2,226 respondents submitted a letter that can be classified as F4.  Most letters 
contained three comments, such as those included in the F4 example letter. 
 
Response to Comments F4.1, F4.2, and F4.3 
Please refer to General Responses 1 and 7 and Response PS-2.2. 
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F5 Letter 
 
CDF received a letter that contained numerous signatures; therefore it was classified as group 
F5.  This letter contains three comments. 
 
Response to Comments F5.1 
Please refer to General Response 1.  
 
Response to Comment F5.2 
Please refer to Response RS-201.12. 
 
Response to Comment F5.3 
Please refer to General Responses 4 and 8. 
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F6 Letters 
 
Approximately 30 respondents submitted a letter that can be classified as F6.  Most letters 
contained seven comments, such as those included in the F6 example letter. 
 
Response to Comments F6.1-F6.7  
Please refer to General Response 5. 
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F7 Letters 
 
Approximately 19 respondents submitted a letter that can be classified as F7.  Most letters 
contained 15-19 comments, such as those included in the F7 example letter. 
 
Response to Comments F7.1 and F7.2  
Please refer to Response PS-2.2. 
 
Response to Comments F7.3 
Please refer to Response to Comment #7 in CDF’s reply to NCRWQCB, “Section III: Agency 
Responses.” 
 
Response to Comments F7.4-F7.6 
Please refer to General Response 4.  
 
Response to Comment F7.7 
Please refer to General Response 7. 
 
Response to Comment F7.8 and F7.9 
The Biological Resource Section of the DEIR includes a discussion of aquatic resources and 
associated stream protection measures (p. 111-114). The DEIR states that stream protection 
measures are legislated through a number of state and federal policies.  At the project level such 
as THP preparation, stream protection measures contained in the DEIR are subject to agency 
review and approval and may include additional site-specific measures. Stream protection 
measures are stated in the DEIR and include all applicable Forest Practice Rule standards. These 
protection measures are subject to scientific review during formation and ongoing evaluation 
for effectiveness. Also, please refer to Responses PS-2.5 and RL-238.22. 
 
Response to Comment F7.10 
Please refer to Response WW-237.6 and 237.7. 
 
Response to Comment F7.11 
Please refer to Response GK-215.2. 
 
Response to Comment F7.12-F7.14 
Please refer to General Response 1. 
 
Response to Comment F7.15 
The Management Plan defines specific Watershed Resource goals to mitigate road and crossing 
problem sites, to minimize erosion impacts, to minimize management-related landslides, and to 
maintain or improve aquatic and riparian habitat conditions and minimize sediment delivery to 
watercourses (DFMP, page 102).   
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Improved road management and the careful abandonment of old roads are expected to result in 
important reductions in erosion from road surfaces and stream crossings.  The relocation of 
roads from along streams to ridge tops and the change to out-sloping of road surfaces is already 
reducing road caused sedimentation. 
 
Response to Comment F7.16 
Please refer to Response F8.7. 
 
Response to Comment F7.17 and F7.18 
Please refer to General Responses 1 and 8. 
 
Response to Comment F7.19 
Please refer to Response EC-37.4. 
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F8 Letters 
 
Approximately 25 respondents submitted a letter that can be classified as F8.  Most letters 
contained nine comments, such as those included in the F8 example letter. 

 
Response to Comment F8.1  
Please refer to General Response 4. 
 
Response to Comment F8.2 
Please refer to General Response 5. 
 
Response to Comment F8.3  
Please refer to General Response 7.  
  
Response to Comment F8.4 
Please refer to General Response 8.  
 
Response to Comment F8.5 
As stated in the DFMP (page 58), one of the goals of the Forest is to provide a comprehensive 
ecologically based program to prevent and control exotic weeds.  Integrated Weed Management 
(IWM) contains provisions to control infestations of invasive exotic plant species and prevent 
further colonization of those species through an array of measures that vary from preventive 
measures to post-harvesting practices.  Please refer to the DEIR, pages 142-143 and 318, for 
further details. 
 
Response to Comment F8.6 
Please refer to Response EC-37.4.  Page 142 of DEIR states: 

 
IWM is a prevention oriented approach that emphasizes control of 
environmental conditions that cause or promote weed 
infestations.  IWM may make use of the benefits of cultural, 
mechanical, herbicide application, prescribed fire, biological 
agents or other techniques to reduce exotic weed populations and 
to promote forest health. 

 
As stated throughout the DFMP and DEIR, invasive exotic plant species eradication is not 
restricted to the use of chemicals. 
 
Response to Comment F8.7 
Please refer to Responses F7.8 and F7.9. 
 
Response to Comment F8.8 
Please refer to General Response 2.  The FPRs require that slash that is treated for hazard 
reduction by piling and burning shall be treated by April 1 of the year following its creation, or 
within 30 days following climatic access or as justified in the Plan.  This includes landing piles 
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in or adjacent to the plan area.  The rules go on to state that piles shall be burned at a safe time 
during the first wet fall or winter weather or other safe period following piling.  These are 
requirements for hazard reduction, but will also address aesthetic concerns.  The slash 
abatement measures in the DFMP will minimize the aesthetic impact of slash where public 
access is highest, minimizing aesthetic impacts. Please refer to page 163 of the DEIR for further 
details. 
 
Response to Comment F8.9  
Please refer to Response GK-215. 
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Support Letters  
 
Approximately 49 respondents submitted a letter that supports the adoption of the DFMP and 
Alternative C. 
 
Response to Support Letters 
The comments that support Alternative C have been submitted into the public record.  
Approval of the DFMP is pending completion of CEQA review, CDF administrative review, 
and the Lead Agency (CDF) review. 
 
 
 


